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Atcvorney Renatn Hesse
Suite 1200

Antitrust Division
Depnrtaent of Juatice
601 D Street NW
Washington, DC 20530

Mz, Hosee;

I would liko to submit some comments regarding the issue of the proposed
settlenent of the U.8. v, Microsoft antitrust case.

I am an Information Systoms professional and I have very ¢grave concerns
about the propoged settlement. The Microsoft Corporaction has been found guilty
of violating certain parts of the Sherman Act, yet the setrtlement proposed does
almost nothing to curb future violations by this illegal monopoly and nothing at
all to punish them for their past illegal actions. In fact it is a commonly
congidered opirion among those in my profcssion that the proposed settlemenc
gives Microszoft licenge to continue their monopoly with impunity. As I see it,
rhe Microsoft Corporation will ¢ontinue to unfairly control and extend their
monopely if the terms of this settlement are accepted. I would like to propose
the following mndifications to the settllement:

* The sale of Microsoft products must be placed on a level playing field
with their competitors. Forbidding Microsoft from requiring exclusive
contracts from new computer manufacturers and resellers is a start. But to
b truly competitive, Microseft products must be offered as extra cogt
items just as any other competitive software or hardware product in a new
compuler sale. Not only should consumers have a choice of softwarae
products installed on new computers, they must also be presented with the
Lruce cost of their selection.

Microsoft has a monopolistic lock on the use of desktop office
applications. Yhis lock is extendad by the use of proprietary file formats
that prohibit documents created with their products from being effectively
read or modified by competitive products. Until this strangle hold is
rtopped there can be no cffective competition in the area of desktop office
applications. Forcing MicxosofL to open the APIs (Application Program
Interfacas) more fully is a start, but the proposed settlement seems to
allow Micruzoft the choice of who gets the benefit from this, Microsoft
should be forced to fully release the specifications far all of thoir
current and future proprietary file formats used in desktop office
applications.

The method that Microsoft cmployed to establish their proprietary formats
in the areca of desktop office applications is also being used to create
proprietary network protocols, Already the use of proprietaxry extensions to
nztwork protocols by Microsoft is threatening to oxtinguish the open
scandards that the Internel was built upon and subgtitute proprictary
szandards useable only by Microsoft products. In fact Microsoft hasg already
admicted this as a strategy Lo eliminate compelition (www.opensource.org/
/halloween/halloweenl . html) . If this continves, Microsoft will have wroeoted
control of the Internet and established their products es the de facto
standard. To prevent Microsoft frow leveraging their monopoly in this way
they lust be required to submit all proposed networking proteocols to an
indepondent network protocol body for approval, complete with details that
will allow competitors to use Lhose protocols effectively.
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I have read comments from varioug sources that indicate that the proposed
settlement should be accepted ans a matter of national interost. Though this is a
legitimate reason to settle the case, it is not a legitimate reason to accept
this settlement. The Microsoft Corporation has shown that it will settle for
nothing less than complete domination of the software industry and all that it
entails. Further, they have demonstrated that they are willing to use illegal
means to achieve that end. It ig in the national interest that no single entity
ne allowed to c¢ontrel something so important as our nation's information systems
infrastructnre. The capitalistic model that our country's economic systeom is
built upon requires cowpetition and the proposed zeottlement does little to
encourage future competition with the current monopolist. Though it may ho
tempting to accept the proposed settlement in these cconomic times, the long
range effect will banetit Microsoft's interesteg above those of the nation.

Regpecrfully submitted,
Claude Horsman

616 . Jackson St.
Bolvideroe, IL. 61008

December 13, 2001
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